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Disclaimer

The National Sediment Quality Survey is a screening-level assessment of sediment
quality that compiles and evaluates sediment chemistry and related biological data taken from
existing databases. The data and information contained in this document could be used in
various EPA regulatory programs for priority setting or other purposes after further evaluation
for program-specific criteria. However, this document has no immediate or direct regulatory
consequence. It does not in itself establish any legally binding requirements on the U.S. EPA,
states, tribes, other regulatory authorities, or the regulated community. It does not establish or
affect legal rights or obligations, or represent a determination of any party’s liability.
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